
California 
Fair Political 
Practices Commission 

Susan L. Lieberz 
3758 Griffith View Drive 
Los Angeles, CA 90039 

Dear Ms. Lieberz: 

October 17, 1986 

Re: Your Request for Advice 
Our File No. A-86-279 

The Fair Political Practices Commission has received your 
letter dated September 17, 1986, and several subsequent letters 
seeking advice and assistance regarding certain public officials. 

QUESTIONS 

1. Maya county supervisor express particular concern for 
the members of one religious group? 

2. Maya mayor endorse the religious practices of one 
group, while failing to answer a communication from a member of 
another religious group? 

3. May the Commission inform you of the religious 
affiliation of the judge who will be presiding over an action 
involving the Church of scientology? 

CONCLUSION 

The Fair Political Practices Commission cannot respond to 
the questions raised in your letters as the issues raised are 
not covered by the Political Reform Act. 

ANALYSIS 

The Political Reform Act of 1974!i is an initiative enacted 
by the People of the State of California. The basic purposes of 
the Act are to ensure (1) that receipts and expenditures in 

!i Government Code sections 81000-91015. All statutory 
references are to the Government Code unless otherwise noted. 
Commission regulations appear at 2 California Administrative 
Code section 18000, et seq. All references to regulations are 
to Title 2, Division~ of the California Administrative Code. 
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elections are fully disclosed so voters are aware of who has 
contributed to candidates they may be voting for; (2) that 
lobbyist activities are regulated so that public officials are 
not improperly influenced; and (3) that assets and income of 
public officials are disclosed and, in appropriate circumstances, 
officials are disqualified from participating in decisions 
affecting their financial interests. (Government Code section 
81002.) 

The Political Reform Act does not regulate the endorsement 
practices of public officials, nor require disclosure of 
religious affiliations. Therefore, the concerns in your 
September 17 letter cannot be resolved by the Fair Political 
Practices Commission. Your subsequent letters also describe 
events and concerns unrelated to the Political Reform Act. 

Sincerely, 

[ \ '\ . ·t--f If: I-I lj~ C.A/V~ rn /~J/~ •. uJAA--<1 

Diane M. Griffiths 
General Counsel 

DMG:JET:km 



:PPC 
Loc .~'''']~;( 

I:~ J. OLI':'ICl~..w l' ~:.;~C1'IC..2,,-, GC~,.~·~I0 '::,IC-:; 
107 ~out~ Eroadway 
Los ctn:el~s Crt 90005 

REI ."IC:!A:2L D. ACi'l'Ol'OrIGH, SUi-:2RVI00;'t 
lOR !I'~lli lIFTH :)ISI1RICS: 

:.:,)U;::AI~ L~'E (~~lII~Ii'ON) LIE:al£Ri: I lt~l~~,'~B~R 
CriUHCH o.? ;:;,CIEl~'i'OLOGY 0,,' CALIFOHiHA 

D8ar Commissioner: 

I v{Quld like ;;ou to know that I have written to 0upervisor Antonvich on 
several occasions. I have writt"n to him as regards my reli{'ious ri["hts. 

I have a letter from Supervisor Antonovich which does assure mp that 
while the County Baord of Supervisors does take no political concern 
as r?p:ards reli£ions of the worldi 'iir. Antonovich does hope that 
proper Constitutional Law and other law (?) will be applied to 
any jud{':ement made as concerns the Churc"" of Scientolocy of California. 

In t"1e Junday Dail? news, ':;;eptembgr 14, 1986, ,::,uporvisor Antonovich 
does make Zionism ar:d United ;':ations ,~esolution a matter of his personal 
nublic conc"rn. Is tltat arl'''' of conc"'Y'n in ~t:;T)ervisor ;mtonovich's 
Los ;,nr:eles County District? . 

Is it a fRir political practice to make the members 0: one :-TOUP, while 
in ;·overnncnt office, a special interest? I do not b",lieve that it is 
t'1us am I communicatinr with this Commission. 

,.,incerely. 

cc: Earle C. Cooley, Attorney, Churc~ 
"ic.'lael D. ,'Ir.tonovich, uupervisor 
~~verand Ken rioden, ~resideDt of t 
Llack . ,i"isters Goal i tioD 

f ~cientolory of California 
if'th Distr ic t, LA ':;ounty 
e Church of Jcientoiocy of Californi 



PAII{ .FCl.I';'IC1iL 1: 1','AC{rIC~S CO!'~;;ISSICf\ 

107 South Broadway 
Los An~e18s GA 90005 

17 3~pt~mber 1986 

HZ: ~f.AYOH Oi" TH~ CITY OF LOS Ai'KiLLE;:), 
rOk BRADLEY 

:HCHI.rlE:' ,::;;HGS:iU ;:,CKAGA.U..AI elSA) Cr' 
I~ ;-,-lEH I Gi\ 

T:m CHUHCH OF SCIE,i'l'OLOGY 0,1" CALIPORiaA 

Dear Commissionerl 

I would like you to know that recently I was given a brochure by a 
member of ~SA. Cn this brochure there did appear a picture of ~ayor 
'l'om 3radley (it did say, .,.AYOH) and his endorsement of the religious 
practices of this [roup. 

I do not 8ctually believe that it is consistent with political ~ractices 
wit'1in the ",tate ot' Cali:ornia for a , • .ayor of a city (plected ofc'icial) 
to endorse the reli~ious practices of one group while failing to answer 
communication from a member 0," another reli{~ious rroup. '~his would 
call into mind practices of prejudice and discrimination in the mind of 

:;erson who did not happen to belonG to or promote ;;~A. 

I do not know what ",;ayor 5radley's personal, private, or political 
motivC':s ;ni,,,:ht be a:c rer:ards endorsement of this {'"roup; but if he is 
not ~ree to endorse all rel ious groups equally, perhaps he should 
ondorse none. 

You may obtain a copy of this brochure by cor.tactir.r: the iiSA group as 
listed in the Yellow Faces under relie:ious oreanizations, or you may 
write to Earle C. Cocley, Attorney at Law, Church of Scientology of 
California; if there is no cODvrieht violation, he might be willi~p 
to send to you a xeroxed copy- of the brochure which I--did send to him 
sometime a{IO. !;e might be will to also discuss with you the 
political comments made by the person handin~ out this brochure. As 
I found the comments of interest, perhaps :Iir. Cooley did also find them 
of some political interest. As I do not speak for ~r. Cooley, but do 
only know of his very excellent work as recards the protection of 
rpli~ious rirhts for all American relirious rroups; I can only advise 
you that as 1':", is willing to accept co:nmunication ~-rom me, ~,(' 
also be willir.r: to accept communication from the Cor,mlission: 

'inc 

~arle c. Cooley, Attorney at Law 
The Cffice of ~pecial Affairs 
Leval Department 
1404 ,'iorth Catalina Street 
Los Anfeles CA 9C026 

Susan Lee (winton) 

:;C: ~.'lrle C.. t l:;,ttorns~/, Chur~l; of 
{"a:Jor of of .LJOS --:~nt~~elps t Lo:n :Bradley 
Reverand , lrcsident h 
31ack l·,inisters Coalition 

of California 



.c"\IFi fOLI'ileAl. l'HACIICE,;, (;0.,,,.,I..,3IC;; 
107 _outh 3roadway 
Los Angeles CA 90005 

Dear Commissioner: 

17 ~eptember 1986 

It has been brourht to my attention that in Dossible violation of 
unprejudi(;ed a"d nondiscriminatory ieati~ns of First Amendment 
Constitutional rights as regards ieal policy of the United 
~tates of America and the religious riFhts of Churches within the 
3tate of California; the Church of ~cientolorY of California has been 
ordered into court and its religious beliefs and practices put on 
nublie trial. . 

If at all ,os~ible, I would like for you to rind out and inform me 
of the religious affilliations of Judge ~wearinFpr. I, as a ~cientolo~ist 
and a member of the Church of Scientolo~y of California, would like to 
know the religious affilliations of the man who is seekinR to sit in 
judgement of my religion. I would like this information so that I 
mip.-ht personally commu"icate with his minister as re>,,:ards ;"irst 
Ame"dment rights in the United ~tates of America and their application 
to Judge Swearinger and his religious practices. 

I do eel that if the Commission is unwillinF to make this ini'ormati on 
know!' to me, that religious information as regards the members ot my 
Church should not be disclosed to Judge ~wearin~er as a matter of 
["irst Amendment Constitutional application. 

It is a workable maxim in the U~ited Jtates of America that ,olitics and 
reli~ion do not mix; thus, 2irst Amendment rights. As it does seem to be 
Judre ~wearinver's belief that he may sit and judge that which has, 
to date, pone unjudred by od, hi~self--any one man's raliFion; I 
would in the matter of puelic relirious interest like it made IT.atter 
o ;)u1:1ie r"":or.j .just what JUdp-8 .~weQr 's personal relirious 
a{filliations are or :nit';ht be. 

Surely it cannot be in America that relipious riFhts are reserved for 
the few and judges of the court in particular. !irls!, surely it must 
be that a judge ca~not seek to judge in a courtroom the religion of 
another without making it public knowledge that nothinp in his reI ious 
background could possibily introduce one shred of relipious prejudice 
into the udpement of a case of a religious nature. 

"in ere one man is put on trial for a crL:le of any ture, his relir;ion 
would be 0 little or no concern; but where a Church is brourht to 
trial in a courtroo:rt, one carmot but know that there is no way that 

co~ld not be the concern. One man may steal an auto, ~rand 
auto; but a religion canf'ot steal an auto. In truth, no criminal 

action can be done by a C'~lurcr:. One :nan, yes. z~ named group of men, 
yes. One man or a of men actinp for others, yes; but a Church 
of ut"-narned me!l- Churche t Commissior:s. ,:,chocl t Sl"':C:':1 

7roups with un-named do n~t commit crimes (See t~ 

COUY't,s b8inr: :,?,upported both taxes and ~,lolitical appointment are not 
i tical er:ti tir3S. This is rr:atter ~'or t~'" Fair l)oli 'deal 

Commission. 

V~ry best rega~det 

(over) 



co: Judge Swearinger 
Los Angeles County Counsel 
Earle C. Cooley, Attorney, Church of Scientology of California 
Reverand Ken ~oden, lreside~t Church of ~cientoloFY of California 
Coalition of Black ~inisters 



California 
Fair Political 
Practices Commission 

Susan L. Lieberz 
3758 Griffith View Drive 
Los Angeles, CA 90039 

Dear Ms. Lieberz: 

September 24, 1986 

Re: 86-279 

Your letters requesting advice under the Political Reform 
Act were received on September 22, 1986 by the Fair Political 
Practices Commission. If you have any questions about your 
advice request, you may contact me directly at (916) 322-5901. 

We try to answer all advice requests promptly. Therefore, 
unless your request poses particularly complex legal questions, 
or more information is needed, you should expect a response 
within 21 working days. 

JET:plh 

Vj;err tru(~x ,:o~rs, (' 
'\ l. i " / 

, -ret ,UYf(JJLclt l " , 

Janette E. Turvill f 

Legal Assistant 


